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An Act
To provide for the conservation and development of water and related resources,

to authorize the Secretary of the Army to construct various projects for improve
ments to rivers and harbors ufthe United States, and for other purposes.

Be it enacted by the Senate and House of Representatives of
the United States ofAmerica in Congress assembled,
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(i) all operation, maintenance, repair, replacement,
and rehabilitation costs associated with the improve
ments carried out under this paragraph; and

(ii) 25 percent of the costs incurred for the variable
flood control operation of the Folsom Dam and Res
ervoir during the 4-year period beginning on the date
of the enactment of .this Act and 100 percent of such
costs thereafter.

(2) HUMBOLDT HARBOR AND BAY, CALIFORNIA.-The project
for navigation, Humboldt Harbor and Bay, California: Report.
of the Chief of Engineers, dated October 30, 1995, at a total
cost of $15,180,000, with an estimated Federal cost of
$10,000,000 and an estimated non-Federal cost of $5,180,000.

(3) MARIN COUNTY SHORELINE, SAN RAFAEL, CALIFORNIA._
The project for hurricane and storm damage reduction, Marin
County shoreline, San Rafael, California: Report of the Chief
of Engineers, dated January 28, 1994, at a total cost of
$28,300,000, with an estimated Federal cost of $18,400,000
and an estimated non-Federal cost of $9,900,000.

(4) PORT OF LONG BEACH (DEEPENING), CALIFORNIA.-The
project for navigation, Port of Long Beach (Deepening), Califor
nia: Report of the Chief of Engineers, dated July 26, 1996,
at a total cost of $37,288,000, with an estimated Federal cost
of $14,318,000 and an estimated non-Federal cost of
$22,970,000.

I (5) SAN LORENZO RIVER, CALIFORNIA.-The project for flood
control, San Lorenzo River, California: Report of the Chief
of Engineers, dated June 30, 1994, at a total cost of$21,800,000,
with an estimated Federal cost of $10,900,000 and an estimated
non-Federal cost of $10,900,000 and habitat restoration, at
a total cost of $4,050,000, with an estimated Federal cost of
$3,040,000 and an estimated non-Federal cost of $1,010,000.

(6) SANTA BARBARA HARBOR, CALIFORNIA.-The project for
navigation, Santa Barbara Harbor, California: Report of the
Chief of Engineers, dated April 26, 1994, at a total cost of
$5,840,000, with an estimated Federal cost of $4,670,000 and
an estimated non-Federal cost of $1,170,000.

(7) SANTA MONICA BREAKWATER, CALIFORNlA.-The project
for hurricane and storm damage reduction, Santa Monica
Breakwater, Santa Monica, California: Report of the Chief of
Engineers, dated June 7, 1996, at a total cost of $6,440,000,
with an estimated Federal cost of $4,220,000 and an estimated
non-Federal cost of $2,220,000.

(8) ANACOSTIA RIVER AND TRIBUTARIES, DISTRICT OF COLUM
BIA AND MARYLAND.-The project for environmental restoration,
Anacostia River and Tributaries, District of Columbia and
Maryland: Report of the Chief of Engineers, dated November
15, 1994, at a total cost of $17,144,000, with an estimated
Federal cost of $12,858,000 and an estimated non-Federal cost
of $4,286,000.

(9) ATLANTIC INTRACOASTAL WATERWAY, ST. JOHNS COUNTY,
FLORIDA.-The project for navigation, Atlantic Intracoastal
Waterway, St. Johns County, Florida: Report of the Chief of
Engineers, dated June 24, 1994, at a total Federal cost of
$15,881,000. Operation, maintenance, repair, replacement, and
rehabilitation shall be a non-Federal responsibility, and the
non-Federal interest shall assume ownership of the bridge.
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L$tter Report for Incorpor~ting Habitat
San Loren~o River, California, ProjBcc

Restoration

RO, us nny corps of l!ngin"'ers, Washington, DC ;20314- 1000 .t 4/IIP. 1997

FOR Com ander, 50u~h Pacific Division, ATTN: CES~D-ET-P

The sub eet report all been reviewed at: the Washington level for
eompliil oe with ageney policy and current gUidance tor nood
control and habitat reetoration projects. Approval is grancedfor
combini.g the San Lorenzo River, California, flood control
project feature, and the San Lorenzo River, California, Habitat
Restot'll 'ion filature as outlined in the subject report.. The
tollowi 9 comments must be addressed prior to processing of the
~CA pac ·age. .

n updated letter of intant and financing plan explaining
in deta I ~he capability of the sponsor to provide its share of
the pro ect funding should be submitted as a part of the PCA
pacl<age:lier theSan.Lore.Mo Riverproj ect.

he Water Resources Development Act of 1996 (WRDA 19961
cites a cest for the. San Lorenzo River, tlood control project
feature of $21,800,000, and a cost of $4,050,000 for the San
~orenzoRiver, habitat restoration feature. The combined coat of
the aut orized San Lorenzo River improvements reflects a total

···esc;!.mat d·pl','oj ect--cos.t...of _t2~-,!~9L.QOQ.

he letter report combining the two project features for
the San Lorenzo River improvement reflects an estimated project
90st ofS20,601,000, based 011 October 1995 price leVl!lls. The
SUbmittl packag9:fort:hapCA llhouldcontain "n expl.&l1:ation
·documening·the-diUerencesin.theestJmil,ted,proj eet .. cOSt.'· Ot
$2S, SSO, 000 cont.ained in WRDA 1996 and the estiriiaC:i!d-~iro'jecc cost·
a!· $20, ·07 ,000 contained in the letCsr report .
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FOR THE COMMANDER:

Encl I

I
I

ROB£RT W. BURKHARDT
Colonel, U.S. Army
Executive Pirector of civil Works



07/21/99 WEP 17:44 FAX 202 223 2037

H5&dqUartere D9pa~tm8nt of the Army

FARR PRESS

21 Jul 1999 -- 1709 brs -- Page 1 of 1

1aI001

COlNl':rAACT ~~C!!l~N'i1'
FROM

OFFICE OF TBE SSCRlllfAAYr OJ! Tillil ,/\IDlY
ol!'I."XCE OF LIlGISLl\TIVJJ LJ;AISON

SPBCIAL AC'l'tONS BRANCH
PIlNTAGON

RELlASB DATll: July 21, 1999

A aoPl" of t1\;L.. &.nl'Iounalllllent is :tieing prcnridecl to:

Repre..",ntativv Tom ~ll
Rep1'eSentative Anna Eshoo
ltepre...mtat1V<1 SMI :rarr
Representlltive Zoe Lofgren
senatc>r Diarme Fein"l:ein
Senator Batbara B~er

~ Today, the Army ll.warclsd. a contract 1:0 Zerilllll.r C<>t:poratlon t 1355
Vander Way, san Jose, California 9~112.

o Th.. amount of tOday'. action :l.s $2,800,.000. B_ever, the ,.::'
estimated cU~lative total value of the contract 1s $6,952,930.

6 The contract. is for the raising of levees from tne Riverside
Avenue Bridge to High",ay on.. Bric!li... approximat.ly 1 lIlile that
range in heiqht fJ:Qll\ 2 to 5 feel:. 'rh. level of protection is
the 70-year event, taking into consideraUon hydraulio
unoertail\ty and. future hydl:01ogic concl.itions. Work alSO
includes overbuil&ng tlle landdde ot: the levee and planting
tl:ees, &lhrubs, an4 grAss, ..long with in&lt;allation 0'£ :on
irrill'f,tion l!Iystem. A 2-year maintenance period of the
plantin!J'l' is required..

II .'tb.. work 111111 be pert:ot'llled in Santa C~IIJ, California

o The estimated. contract completion date is July 19, -fa!fOl.

¥our po1nts of contact with the Ar~ ~egisiat1veL1aisonare Maj~
)ticha.el G. SMtens, (703) 697-8133 or MS!. J'Ilanita Cheell:s, (703}
G93-5!l89. ..______----.
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